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allowed themselves to be concussed, falsi-
fied their vows, stultified themselves, and
blazoned their shame tefore the world,
by placing, according to this view of the
twenty-third chapter of the Confession,
all church goverament in the hands of
the king, with this constitutional proviso,
that he shall * exercise the power assign-
ed to him, by and through the agency of
Synods assemnbled by his authority, and
acting in his name.”  Still further, Mr.
Trotter tells us that the General Assem-
bly of the Church of Scoiland, seeing
how ill it had fared with the interests of
the truth in the Westminster Assembly,
put every thing right, not by an open
and honest rejection of the unsvund doe-
trine—lor they allow that article to stand
without exception—but by a remark ap-
plied 10 a difterent part of the Confes-
sion; thercby, as Mr. Trotter would
have us believe, * denymg to the magis-
trate the power of calling Synods by
which on!y the Wes.minster Assembly
authorizeid him to rule the church.” In
other words, in the twen:y-third chapter,
they announce it as an article of their
faith that, according to the light of Gud's
word, a particular power belongs to the
civii magistrate; and. by the remark
which they have applied to the thirty
first chapter, they have eraftily deprived
him of tue means of exercising 1the power
which they had previously said belongs
10 him of dwine right  An ingenious
man is Mr. Trotter; and wondertully dis-
posed to practise on the creduli y of bis
readers.

This theory is evidently contemplated
with so much complacency by Mr. Tro:-
ter, that hc may have succeeded ia per-
suading himself of its truth: but it he
would for a time leave the regions of fie-
tion, and look at facts as historv records
them, he would sec a picture very differ-
ent from that which his fancy bas drawn.
His theory requires him to maintain that
there was a real disagreement beiween
the Scottish Comrmissioners* and the rul-
ing party in the Westminster Assembly ;”
and he relates a well known ancedote
concerning George Gillespie, in order to
show this  But the ancedote does not
show this. Every intelligent reader wust
sce thar what the anecdote shows is, that
the learncd Sclden was so completely an-
swered that he himself ackuowledged a
defeat. 1t in saying that Gillespie *con-
vinced many by his unanswerable argu-
meats,” Mr. Trotter wishes it to be un-
derstood that it was only some that were
convinced, and that still a ¢ ruling party”
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carried the point against the learning and
argument of the Scottish Commissioner,
he 1s misrepresenting the case altogether.
The decision of the Assembly was in ac-
cordance with the argument of Gillespic ;
and the views of the Scottish Commissi-
oners were the views entertatned by the
“ruling party” in the Westminster As-
sembly.

Of the entire number of those who were
summoned to the Westminster Assembly,
there were from sixty to eighty in ordi-
nary attendance. Some Episcopalians at-
tended at first, but these soon withdrew.—
The remainder were Preshyterians, Inde-
pendents, and Erastians; thedistinetive prin-
viple of this last class being. that church-go-
vernment and discipline are to be regulated
by the will of the civil magistrate.  There
were only ahont ten or twelve Independents;
and it was the anxiety of the majority to
carry them along with them i the various
conclusions which were come to, that occa-
sioned the most protracted discussions in
which they were engaged. The Erastiane
were still fewer than the Ind  cndents.—
Coleman was the only minister who was sn
out and out Erasiian. although Lightfoot oc-
casionally advocated the same views. These
were supported hy the learning of Selden,
the tact of Whitclock, who was also a mem-
ber of Parhament. and by what legal know-
ledge might have been possessed by Oliver
St. Johm, a Foiicitor.  Principal Baillic. ono
of the Commissiouers from Scotland, writing
to vr. Dickson, March 17th, 1646, and re-
ferring to the principle embodied in the
thirticth chapter of the Confession says,
“ We find it uecessary to say, ¢ That Christ
in the New Testament had instituted a
church-governmeat distinet from the civil,
10 be exercised by the affairs of the chureh,
without commission from the mugistrate.’ None
in the Asscmbly has any doubt of this truth
but one Mr. Coleman, a professed Erastian;
a man rcasonadly learncd. but stupid and
inconsiuerate, half a pleasant. and of small
estimation.” It is cvident from this, that’
notwithstanding the learning of Sclden and
Lightfout, the Erastians were the farihiest
possible from bLeing the “ ruling pary™ in
the Assembly.  Even thefew members vho
held these principles, scemed to look rather
to Parliament as the pince wheve their views
would meet with support.  In point of fact,
the Erastians were powerful in Parliament ;
and endeavoured to use theirinfluence there
against the views that were prevalent in the
Assembly. That Assembly, lowever, would
neither be hrow-beaten nor ontwatied  They
discharged their duty faithfully and ably ;
and, whether the advice might be accepted
by Paliament or not, dhey stated their own
convictions as to what were the traths of
God's Word on the different points snbmite
ted to their consideration.

Notwithstanding the exigences, therefore,



